The European mass emigration during the century between 1830 and 1930 in the course of which more than 50 million people left their native countries for a new home abroad derives its extraordinary significance from the fact that this exodus was an important element in the transition of the socio-economic systems from the traditional agrarian to the modern industrial societies.
The European mass emigration during the century between 1830 and 1930 in the course of which more than 50 million people left their native countries for a new home abroad derives its extraordinary significance from the fact that this exodus was an important element in the transition of the socio-economic systems from the traditional agrarian to the modern industrial societies.
The history of the Atlantic migration is part of the European history, its political, economic, and social developments, as well as it is part of the history of the Americas, whose open spaces of unsettled territory were populated during this century and the process of nation-building both in northern and southern America was accelerated in the course of this development.
Migration history as a matter of research has to lay stress on a theoretical approach that makes it possible to explain the emigration phenomenon in the context of other relevant social and economic facts. Therefore the following remarks may be understood as an attempt not to answer all questions that might arise but to emphasize particularly those relations between migratory movements and demographic and socio-economic developments that seem to prove the most important ones in order to put forward a migration theory 1 .
In the European history of the 19th and 20th centuries there can be identified several developments that originated geographically on the British isles in the second half of the 18th century and that spread east and south all over the continent during the following 150 or 200 years:
Firstly there must be stated a population growth caused by a mortality decline spreading all over Europe on the one hand and by l ) For reference with regard to a sociological migration theory that was developed from the viewpoint of historical demography, see Peter Marschalck, Deutsche Überseewanderung im 19. Jahrhundert, Stuttgart 1973, and Wolfgang Κ ö 11 m a η n/Peter Marschalck, German Emigration to the United States, in: Perspectives in American History 7, 1973 (Harvard 1974 social and economic incentives for increasing fertility in many European countries on the other.
Secondly there was a diffusion of the emigration movements that -with a time-lag -showed the same pattern in direction and development as the spread of the population growth.
And thirdly the industrial revolution -with another time-lagfollowed the spreading of the emigration flows, although this development, the industrialization, has not readied the most eastern and southern regions of Europe until today.
Obviously there are connections between these three developments: The growth of population under yet unchanged social and economic conditions lead to an overpopulation that was eased by an outflow of parts of the surplus population by emigration, but that was removed only when the industrial system was capable to support the increased population with labour and livelihood.
Whereas the relief of overpopulation is the most important effect of emigration at least as far as the regions of departure are concerned, the growth of population beyond the capacity to provide subsistence must be pointed out to be the most significant cause of emigration. In this context the term of subsistence capacity has to be understood "qualitatively as the sum of the possibilities for subsistence that are acceptable within the norms of the society in question" 2 . And as the subsistence capacity of a given area has not an absolute size but is changing with its social and economic conditions, the situation of overpopulation in this region cannot be expressed in form of a certain population density but must also be taken relatively 3 . The capacity ') W. Köllmann/P. Marschalck, German Emigration to the United States, p. 500.
') Indeed it is impossible to define -with logic stringency -a situation of "absolute overpopulation" that would be of any empirical relevance: An absolutely given subsistence capacity not at all depending on social norms would necessarily include all human beings, and that means that a region cannot become absolutely overpopulated as long as at least two persons even without any food live in this region with the possibility to kill each other and one to survive by eating the other. Under the premises of the neglect of social norms the situation of absolute overpopulation means the starving man in the desert. A group of persons agreeing in not eating each other (this seems to be one of the foremost social norms not only of human beings) only can experience the situation of "relative overpopulation", because the subsistence capacity of the region the group is living in is set into relation with the mentioned agreement (social norm) and thus is limited. Apart from sophistical explanations the term of overpopulation therefore has always to be taken only as a relative one.
of a country or a society to provide subsistence to the people living in the country or being members of the society does not only mean the possibility to provide food enough for the people to survive, but it includes also the society's ability if not to integrate but still to tolerate groups with deviating political and religious ideas and people with deviating social norms.
Thus the economic and social conditions in the countries of departure win twofold significance for the emigration: On the one hand there is the question of food production and supply that -with the exception of the agrarian crisis of the late 1840's -was the less weighty problem during the century of European mass emigration overseas 4 . On the other hand there is the crucial question of labour supply and demand during the very same century with its considerable social changes, in the course of which not only the social reputation but also the economic significance of several occupations decreased to a level that could not any longer secure sufficiency for both the man thus determined for emigration and for his children.
If changing living conditions and uncertain future prospects once were subjectively perceived and thus the ties to the home area loosened, the decision to emigrate was only a matter of occasion, all the more the requisite preconditions of emigration, the traffic facilities within Europe as well as across the Atlantic Ocean on the one side and the informations about the countries of destination in the form of private letters, books and booklets, and even newsletters on the other side, were also existing and available about the beginning and rapidly improving in quantity and in quality in the course of the 19th century 5 . Several types of migration have been of more or less importance during the 19th and 20th centuries 6 :
4 ) The increase of food production under the premises of changing agrarian structures and with the means of modern techniques was as to the time in question never endangered by being overtaken by population growth; on the contrary some European regions developed into surplus areas of grain thas was even exported Overseas.
* Firstly there is the ideologically, religiously motivated emigration induced by threat and taking place in the form of the migration of structured groups with the goal of closed settlement; secondly the political emigration also induced by threat, but in the form of individual migration and with the goal of the emigrants to return to their home country; thirdly the socio-economically motivated emigration caused by overpopulation and taking place in the form of mass migration of families as well as of single persons with the goal of agrarian settlement or industrial employment;
and fourthly the type of personal-economic emigration induced by speculation, taking place in the form of individual migration with the goal of return.
During the time in consideration the type of socio-economic migration prevailed. Religiously motivated emigration that was found to a very small extend until the middle of the 19th century can be characterized as the predominant migration type of the 17th and perhaps 18th centuries, whereas the personal-economic emigration -also quantitatively of secondary importance during the 19th centurymight be taken as the migratory type of the industrialized societies of the 20th century. The politically motivated emigration, too, was of small numerical proportion, if we leave out of consideration the expulsions and displacements of populations after World War I, which were no overseas migrations.
South America that could more than double its population between 1850 and 1900 and nearly double it again between 1900 and 1930 7 gained its white immigrants mainly from southern Europe, however there was also a considerable flow of migrants from Central Europe as well as from East and Southeast European countries to the Latin American states. With the exception of Portugal and Spain, from where the emigrants went nearly exclusively to South America, all 7 ) Thou g there have come out numerous publications on the immigration to South America, the statistical data on this problem yet are insufficient as far as the number and especially the demographic and social differentials of the immigrants are concerned. The material published by Walter F. W i 11 c ο χ (ed.), International Migrations, 2 vols., New York 1929/1931, has been enlarged and corrected only to a very small degree until today. For a new interpretation of both the population development and the immigration see Nicolás Sánchez-Albornoz, The Population of Latin America, Berkeley, Los Angeles, London 1974. these regions of departure were to a far greater degree also countries of origin for the migrations to North America.
About 80°/o of the European emigrants went to the United States, however the two target regions of North and South America were not equally and steadily filled up with European immigrants. The differences in the proportions of the two emigration streams can be attributed to several social and political developments in the countries of departure as well as in the countries of destination.
In analysing the socio-economic conditions of European emigration to South America two questions must be answered: The first leads to the problem of the causes of emigration in general, because it is unlikely that migrations to different countries necessarily result from different causes of migration. And the second point of interest is the question concerning the reasons of the emigrants' preference for one or the other destination.
The general cause of the most significant type of migration, i. e. the socio-economically motivated mass emigration, has been stressed as overpopulation, respectively the perceived danger of overpopulation, that originates from the growth of population beyond the subsistence capacity of a certain area at a certain historical phase.
Though statistical data on demographic events, such as births and deaths, are scarcely sufficient for the period in question, particularly as far as the southern and eastern parts of Europe are concerned, we may assume that the mortality was already declining about the 1830s in western and northern Europe and about that time beginning to decline in Central Europe and that this decline commenced in South and East Europe about the 1860's 8 . Furthermore the degree of the e ) In fact the beginning of the demographic transition, the development from high birth and death rates to low ones, is not easily to be stated. Generally it is taken for granted that the decline of death rates began about 1750 in England and Sweden, about 1835 in France, about 1875 in Germany and Austria, about 1885 in Italy, and 1900 in Spain. Reliable statistics on the natural population movement until the 1850's, however, exist only in England and Sweden. Therefore the data of the other European regions are rather uncertain, because a statement on the beginning of the decline of the death rate at a certain year includes the assumption of a relative stationary death rate prior to this date. Where those data are lacking, one has to search for other indicators that might verify or falsify the assumption. Although the demographic history has not yet worked out sufficient results on the mortality development in all European countries, we might assume that there has been a considerable mortality decline at least since 1750 spreading all over Europe owing to the growing immunity of the people from several epidemics. This decline mortality decline seemed to have been quite different, so that in consequence the population growth and the population pressure differed similarity. The rapid population growth caused by decreasing mortality was a new development that could not be mastered by the traditional variables of population policy. The function of these variables, the age at marriage and the marriage rate, was to guarantee the balance between population and subsistence capacity by the limitation of the progeny. The mortality decline, however, did not cause more births but brought about more children to survive. And in this case the mechanisms of population control of the pre-industrial mode of reproductive behavior necessarily failed
9 . An increasing population requires a growing capacity to provide subsistence to the additional persons. Whenever the growth of the subsistence capacity was only possible by a substantial change of the social and economic conditions, the situation of overpopulation arose soon and lasted until this change took place. This applies to nearly all European countries, and the only exception is the well-known example of Ireland after the great famine of 1845-1848, where the balance between population and subsistence capacity was re-established by a change in the mode of reproductive behavior, actually by accepting spontaneously the social norm of a high age at marriage.
If, however, a change in the social system, particularly in the agrarian structure occurred about the same time as or even earlier than the beginning of the mortality decline, the situation of overpopulation 10 was postponed until the newly created peasant's posiof some 10 e /o, however, that occurred during 50 to more than 100 years is hardly to be identified if the basic material is missing. The expectation of life in Spain, for example, had increased already between 1800 and 1860 by about 8.5 °/o (Massimo Livi-Bacci, Fertility and population growth in Spain in the 18 th and 19th centuries, in: David V. G1 a s s/Roger R e ν e 11 e (eds.), Population and Social Change, London 1972, p. 178), whereas the situation of overpopulation did not occur before the turn of the century, when the second phase of the mortality decline in Spain began. The first phase, however, should not be neglected as against the second one that reached a proportion of more than 60 %>.
•) See also P. Marschalck, Bedingungen und Möglidikeiten eines Nullwadistums der Bevölkerung industrieller Gesellschaften, in: Franz-Xaver Kaufmann (ed.), Bevölkerungsbewegung zwischen Quantität und Qualität, Stuttgart 1975, p. 162 ff.
10 ) Certainly the population pressure caused by the first phase of mortality decline was of very low intensity; it might be taken as an underlying trend that in most cases was superposed by that caused by increasing fertility as effect of social changes.
tions were filled up both by more children being born and by more diildren surviving and reaching the reproductive age. This, for example, was the situation in East Elbian Prussia after the farmer's liberation (1807 ff.), where overpopulation was perceived not before the 1860's; this, also, was the case in the South Russian provinces equally in consequence of the farmer's liberation (1861), where it was possible to expand cultivation until in the 1880's European Russia at all became overpopulated.
In addition to the population growth caused by decreasing mortality there have been several developments of increasing fertility, that were caused either by traditional social conditions -as the equal division of estates by right of succession in Southwest Germany and in Switzerland, that secured every farmer's child a holding which was socially accepted as a basis for a whole family even if the economic sufficiency was not given any longer -, or the increasing fertility was caused, by changes of the agrarian structure -as e. g. the introduction of the allotment system (the so-called "mir" system) that was part of the farmer's liberation legislation in Russia and that really enforced population growth, because the allotment of land holdings took place according to the number of family members, and therefore large families seemed to be profitable. In both cases the particular social structure induced a rapid population growth that was even accelerated the more it exceeded the capacity of the very same system.
Like the situations of overpopulation showed quite different faces according to the regional differences in the social systems of agriculture and handicrafts, the emigrants' decision for a particular country of destination varied also in accordance to a series of factors, the first of which is the existence of traditional or rather colonial ties between the countries of departure and the countries of destination. As the English people emigrated predominantly to North America and especially to the United States even after the revolution of 1776, the Portuguese as well as the Spaniards, too, continued to migrate to those countries that formerly had been Portuguese or Spanish colonies.
Obviously the better chances of integration and assimilation because of the identity of language and the similarities of social structure played an important part in the choice of the target region. Where these traditional ties were lacking, other factors must have been effective. Taking into consideration, that the socio-economically motivated emigrants perceived their own situation as the danger of social descent, the decision for a country of destination must have been determined by the possibilities of preserving the social status or even of social advancement, whereas the pure economic prospects were of far smaller significance for these emigrants. However, the business cycles should not be completely neglected, because an economic crisis as well as a political one that in general has economic implications reduces also the social prospects, even if this reduction is only temporary. This was the situation during the American Civil War, when the immgration figures of the United States decreased rapidly, but increased just as rapidly after the war: The crisis had only caused a postponement of the immigrations.
The 19th century's European emigrants, if they were not traditionally tied to particular areas of destination, preferred those target regions that were characterized by relative open societies, which offered the possibilities of social advancement. And because the United States very early got this reputation to be a country of unlimited possibilities and because it did not lose the favour of the European peoples until the middle of our century, North America's lead as a target area for European emigrants never was in question.
Nevertheless from the beginning of the 19th century on many people from Germany, from France, and later on from Italy and from other East and Southeast European regions, namely from countries without or with only scanty colonial and cultural ties to Latin American states, emigrated to South America, especially to Argentina and Brazil. It is very unlikely that these emigrants left their native places for other reasons and with other expectations than those who went to North America, because the demographic, the social, and the economic characteristics of both migratory flows seem to have been alike. Thus the choice of a South American target region either might have been made occasionally, for instance because of the activity of a shipping company's agent at the right time in the proper place; or the choice was made on behalf of informations from more reliable sources, such as letters from formerly emigrated people or booklets and pamphlets often certainly written in the interest of colonization companies 11 .
u ) Very often those circumstances and activities that determined the emigrant's choice of his destination or of the date of his departure have been (and are still) The decision to take South American states as countries of destination certainly was also influenced by the immigration policies of the respective governments. But these policies were initiated late and were pursued only hesitatingly. Thus the influx of European migrants to South America became more important only after 1880, when the opportunities of agrarian settlement in the United States began to decrease. Within the fifty years between 1880 and 1930 South America gained about 70% of the immigrants of the century since 1830. However the total number of migrants remaining in South America in the period since 1880 was only some 25% of those remaining in the United States. The social system of agriculture with large estates and small tenant holdings that prevailed in most South American states caused another form of migration, the seasonal swallowing of farmhands from Southern Europe abroad and back home every year. Thus the process of populating the unsettled territory of South America with European immigrants has not at all obtained its end.
taken as causes of migration. This assumption, however, frustrates all attempts of generalising, classifying, and weighting the causes the procedures of which are preconditions of any migration theory.
